Twentieth-century New Testament scholarship is a story of a great proliferation in approaches, emphases and methods, a growing diversity of scholars in gender, ethnicity, geography, and religious stances, and also a greater diversity in the types of academic settings in which their scholarship was conducted than had characterized preceding centuries. One of the most observable changes apparent in the latter decades of the century was the considerably greater salience and influence of North American scholars and issues arising from their work, whereas previously the field was heavily dominated by the work of European (especially German) figures. One way to survey these and other important developments is to take a diachronic approach, and this will be followed here. Given the considerable number of active NT scholars through the century, and the limits of this article, however, it will be necessary to be highly selective (and the choices unavoidably subjective to some measure), focusing on some figures, publications, projects and approaches that were particularly salient in their own time and also influential subsequently.
(history of religion school), who emphasized earliest Christianity as a phenomenon of history, to be understood within its historical context, and who also focused on the religion of earliest Christianity, in distinction from the more typical scholarly concern with the theology reflected in and justified by the NT. This newer approach actually had its immediate beginnings in the late nineteenth century with scholars such as Otto
Pfleiderer, but the height of the influence was ca. 1900-1920, owing The great contribution of these scholars was to approach the NT rigorously in terms of its historical setting. They were enormously learned, and they each produced an impressive body of work. In addition, Bousset and Gunkel edited the monograph series, Forschungen zur Religion und Literatur des Alten und Neuen Testaments, one of the most important of the numerous German monograph series in the field. They were accused (not entirely fairly) of emphasizing the larger pagan environment and not doing justice to the influences of the variegated first-century Jewish tradition. In addition to the corrections that arose from subsequent discoveries and critique, it is also clear that, for all their effort at exacting historical scholarship, their work was also shaped by their own religious orientation as liberal Protestants of their time (influenced particularly by Albrecht Ritchl). Thus, e.g., Bousset's evaluation of the kind of devotion to Jesus that is reflected in Paul's epistles and in subsequent
Christian tradition as an unfortunate development and effectively an early paganization of a supposedly purer faith of the "primitive Palestinian community" reflects much more Bousset's own religious preferences than scholarly judgement.
Nevertheless, Bousset and his colleagues were perhaps unrivalled in their time in their prodigious scholarship. Moreover, their work heavily shaped the agenda of issues addressed by other and subsequent scholars. Even those who sought to correct 3 or refute the conclusions of the history of religion school were shaped by their work and the way they framed the questions. Wrede (1906) , both critically reviewed nearly 150 years of historical Jesus scholarship and also firmly emphasized apocalyptic thought as the crucial influence upon Jesus. Although many NT scholars dissented from particulars of his own sketch of Jesus, Schweitzer's emphasis on eschatology was highly influential well beyond German-speaking scholarship, especially thanks to a widely-read English translation of his book, the title of which,
The Quest of the Historical Jesus (1910) , quickly became the designation of a whole line of scholarly discussion that has continued into the present day. Indeed, in his critically acclaimed study published in 1984, Jesus and Judaism, E. P. Sanders pointed to Schweitzer as rightly underscoring the futurist eschatological element in Jesus' ministry. Schweitzer was also influential in arguing that the Gospels do not provide sufficient material for a "life" of Jesus (at least in the modern sense of that term), and in warning that any attempt to produce a "historical" Jesus will involve more imagination than hard evidence, and that any portrait of Jesus almost invariably incorporates the personality and preferences of the scholar who constructs it.
Adolf Deissmann notably underscored recently-available archaeological and papyrological evidence for the language of the Greek NT and for grasping more clearly the social and political setting in which Christian faith was first articulated.
His classic study, Licht vom Osten (1908; ET 1910 ET , 1927 ) remains a monumental handling of these matters. Also, his discussion of Paul as a social and religious figure rather than a theologian is a notable contribution that still repays reading. Deissmann and others also contributed to a new lexicography of NT Greek in which the language of the NT was seen as more related to the ordinary Koine Greek of the Roman period, whereas previous scholars had often relied more heavily on classical Greek literary texts of the fourth century BCE and earlier, or had sometimes suggested that the Greek of the NT was a unique dialect of "Holy Spirit" Greek. The fruits of this philological work were incorporated by Walter Bauer into a highly influential lexicon . But the works for which he is most known in NT studies came from the earlier part of his career. These include an Aramaic grammar (1892, 1905) and twovolume dictionary (1897-1901, with revised editions subsequently), and, perhaps most famously, Die Worte Jesu (1898 , 1930 ET 1902), and Jesus-Jeschua (1922; ET 1929) . In these last two books he sought to probe the original Aramaic words of Jesus by attempting his own retro-translation of sayings in the Gospels. In this effort, Dalman anticipated and stimulated studies by scholars such as Joachim Jeremias and, later, the Matthew Black and Max Wilcox.
1.2. Gospel Studies. New developments in Gospel studies were particularly notable in these early years. By the opening of the century, the "Markan Hypothesis"
(the view that the Gospel of Mark was the first Gospel and was used as the principal narrative source by the authors of Matthew and Luke) had become dominant, and the further hypothesis that Matthew and Luke drew upon a second source (commonly referred to as "Q") for the large body of Jesus' sayings that they share was also gaining widespread acceptance. Among English-speaking scholars especially, B. H. This view became thereafter dominant until the late 1970s, and retains a certain following still.
In the same year, Martin Dibelius' Formgeschichte des Evangeliums appeared, and gave the emerging approach to the Gospels its name: "Formgeschichte" (usually translated "Form-Criticism" in English). He proposed a categorization of Gospel material into five main types (or "forms"): "Paradigms" (brief, often controversial episodes which culminate in a memorable statement of Jesus), "Novellen" (a story told mainly for its own sake, often involving some demonstration of Jesus' miraculous powers), "Legends" (which focus on some moral or spiritual quality of Jesus), "Edifying Material" (the greater body of Jesus' sayings), and "Myths" (stories with a strong supernatural quality). His further contribution was his emphasis that the various categories of Jesus-tradition probably reflect the different settings in the early 6 churches in which the Jesus-tradition was used, e.g., evangelism, ethical formation of converts, and worship. So, Dibelius argued, the Gospels reflect both Jesus' ministry and also these settings and concerns of churches of the very first decades of the Christian movement.
The third early founder-figure in Form-Criticism of the Gospels was Rudolf Bultmann, whose book, Geschichte der synoptischen Tradition (1921) actually became the most influential of the pioneering articulations of this approach. In addition to proposing slightly different categories of Gospel material, Bultmann also pressed more forcefully the question about the historicity of the Jesus tradition,
arguing that a good deal of it represents legendary growth, the appropriation of sayings and stories also reported about other figures from ancient times, and other factors. In short, in Bultmann's view, very little of the Gospel material could be taken with confidence as solid evidence for making historical claims about Jesus himself.
But this scepticism certainly did not reflect any departure from Christian faith. Indeed, in his theological viewpoint (which involved a distinctive amalgam of a Lutheran understanding of faith and works as mutually exclusive and his own appropriation of elements of existentialist philosophy), an inability to make any assured statements about Jesus other than his crucifixion was not at all a problem. Instead, Bultmann contended that radical scepticism about the Jesus-tradition had a positive effect in preventing Christian faith from being anything other than the sheer trust in God that he held to be essential for it to be authentic.
Although Bultmann's own enthusiastically negative view of the historicity of the Gospel material was certainly controversial, in the decades following the appearance of these three key studies, the form-critical approach to the Gospels won favorable attention from other scholars within and beyond Germany. Among British In text-critical matters, it was probably English-speaking scholarship that was dominant in these early decades. In part, this was the result of the acquisition of important early manuscripts in Britain and the United States. In 1906 the Detroit magnate Charles Freer acquired four Greek manuscripts that included the Freer Codex of the Gospels, which was palaeographically dated to the early fifth or late four century, making it at the time the third oldest copy of the Gospels known. The four
Freer biblical manuscripts (and two more subsequently purchased by Freer) were put into the hands of the American scholar, Henry A. Sanders, who expertly edited them and produced a series of facsimiles and valuable studies 1910-27. The Freer Gospels manuscript in particular received enormous scholarly and popular attention at the time, and became crucial in studies by Kirsopp Lake, B. H. Streeter and others concerned to probe the early textual history of the Gospels.
Lake is one of the most impressive scholars of his day, and devoted much energy to study of early manuscripts. Early in his career (1902) he identified a particular group of medieval Gospel manuscripts known thereafter as "Family 1".
Subsequently, Lake linked these and other Gospels witnesses, and in collaboration with R. P. Blake (1923) and also Silva New (1928), Lake produced lengthy journal articles aimed to show that these and certain other witnesses represented an important early text-type in the Gospels. In the 1924 book mentioned above, Streeter argued similarly, and gave this large group of textual witnesses the name "Caesarean text".
Shortly after the Freer Gospels appeared, Lake and Streeter judged it to be the earliest extant witness to this text-type in the Gospel of Mark. The whole theory of a Caesarean text of the Gospels was, however, disputed then, and decades later the claim that the Freer Gospels codex represents an early form of the Caesarea text was decisively shown to be fallacious by L. W. Hurtado (1981) . Nevertheless, Lake was certainly a major figure in his time, with a number of publications on various subjects in NT study, although his lasting reputation is mainly in text-critical studies of the NT. His work in identifying and characterizing early groups of Gospels manuscripts,
particularly Family 1 and (in collaboration with Silva Lake) Family 13 continues to be highly regarded. One of Lake's other enduring contributions to promoting basic research in the manuscript tradition of the NT was to found (1934 with Silva Lake) the monograph series "Studies and Documents," in which the Lakes and a number of other scholars published important studies thereafter.
The other major new manuscript development for NT scholars came in 1933, when Frederick Kenyon began publishing the twelve Chester Beatty biblical papyri.
In NT studies, the two most important of these codices were P45, still the earliest extant manuscript containing the four Gospels and Acts (dated ca. 250 CE), and P46, Ropes, is the most thorough text-critical study of Acts published, and remains an essential resource for this topic. Volume four, by Lake and H. J. Cadbury, is still probably the most important commentary on Acts from English-speaking scholars, and, together with the thirty-seven extensive notes by various scholars that make up volume five, comprises a contribution of enduring value for all subsequent studies of Acts.
In addition to his contributions to this project, Cadbury published a number of other influential studies focused on Luke-Acts, and he is doubtlessly the most notable
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American scholar in the study of these texts. Beginning with The Style and Literary , Cadbury published several more important works, including particularly The Making of Luke-Acts (1928) . Cadbury emphasized the unity of Luke-Acts (whereas previously many scholars had tended to study Luke and Acts separately), and he also urged the importance of the historical and literary setting of its composition. The net effect of his studies was to underscore Luke-Acts as a work whose author drew upon literary conventions of his time. In these and other matters, Cadbury both anticipated and heavily influenced subsequent scholarly trends in the study of Luke-Acts.
Method of Luke
Other notable American scholars of this time include E. J. Goodspeed But Lagrange managed to survive, in large part through a shrewd use of Thomistic philosophical thought to articulate and defend his critical interests. Like Loisy, Lagrange was prolific, publishing twenty-nine books and well over 200 articles.
Aside from earlier studies on the OT, his books include major studies of the historical setting of the NT, large commentaries on various NT writings, and, his magnum opus, 13 a multi-volume introduction to the study of the NT (1933-37) . Volume two is an oftnoted discussion of NT textual criticism, and the final volume comprises a detailed engagement with the question of Christianity's relationship to Hellenistic religion.
It is important to observe that when the official Catholic attitude toward critical biblical scholarship later became more favorable (especially signified in the papal encyclical, Divino afflante Spiritu, 1943), Lagrange's rationale for biblical criticism was essentially adopted. So, in addition to his many studies, his larger contribution was in his own carefully thought out articulation of the warrants of Catholic biblical scholarship, which succeeded in shaping his Church's thinking at the highest levels. It is a degree of influence that is perhaps unique for any one figure in the history of NT scholarship.
1.7. NT Scholars and Naziism. Given the prominence of German NT scholarship in the early twentieth century, it is relevant to note its response to Naziism. Regrettably, some scholars such as Kittel (along with some other German NT scholars of the time, among whom Walther Grundmann was the most enthusiastically prolific representative) allowed their scholarly abilities to serve hateful propagandistic purposes of the Nazi regime. Some other scholars who opposed the Nazi regime experienced various hardships as a result, such as Lohmeyer, and Schmidt, who was one of the first to be deposed from his post (in Bonn) and moved to Switzerland, where at first he served as a pastor before being appointed in Basel (1935) . Still others, among whom Bultmann is most prominent, were not sympathetic to Naziism but managed to retain their university posts by shrewdly avoiding direct conflict. NT that raged for a few decades thereafter. In his two-volume theology of the NT (1948 , 1953 ET 1952 ET , 1955 , however, his synthesis of historical-critical and theological concerns is presented in its fullest scope. Even if his construal of some matters is now dated and unpersuasive, the sympathetic warmth of his treatment of Paul and John remains evident, even at times moving. Well after his retirement from his post in Marburg in 1951, Bultmann continued producing important works and exercising powerful influences upon the NT scholarly agenda of the day.
Bultmann also was impressive in attracting and mentoring doctoral students who then went on to their own successes as scholars. The "Bultmann school," however, as they were sometimes known, did not merely parrot their master, and Possible connections between the Qumran community and John the Baptist were also mooted, and similarities were noted between aspects of Qumran community structure and rules and church patterns reflected in the NT. Although some crucial texts were published in the 1950s and other Qumran texts continued to appear irregularly thereafter, it was not until the 1990s that the full body of material was put into the public domain.
A third major manuscript acquisition far less noted in the popular press but of enormous importance for NT textual scholarship was comprised in the several NT papyri of the Bodmer collection, which come from a discovery in 1952 in Egypt, and were acquired by the Bibliotheca Bodmeriana (Geneva). Of particular importance for NT studies are P66, dated ca. 200 CE and containing nearly all of the Gospel of John (published by Rudolf Kasser in 1956 Kasser in , 1958 Kasser in , rev. ed. 1962 , and P75, dated third century CE and containing large portions of Luke and John (published by Victor
Martin and Kasser in 1961). Along with the Chester Beatty papyri mentioned already, these manuscripts further enhanced the ability of textual critics to trace the transmission of the Gospels back to the late second century or thereabouts. Important studies of these Bodmer papyri were made by C. L. Porter (1961 Porter ( , 1962 , C. M.
Martini (1966 ), and Gordon Fee (1966 , 1968 among others. Fee in particular argued 20 that these manuscripts showed that the so-called "Alexandrian" textual tradition was much older than some had suspected, and refuted the theory that this tradition had originated in a fourth-century recension of the Gospels. , and other works.
3. 1970s and Thereafter. By the 1970s, and increasingly thereafter, there were further noteworthy developments in NT studies and also a significantly increasing diversity in the scholars contributing to the field and in the questions and approaches pursued.
3.1. A Renewed Historicist Emphasis. From at least the nineteenth century onward scholarly study of the NT very much involved attention to historical questions, and the history of religion school tended to focus almost entirely on a historicizing approach to the NT. In the 1930s and for several decades thereafter, the history of religions approach was eclipsed by a more explicitly theological emphasis.
Among the reasons were the impact of the "dialectical theology" movement (associated with K. Barth and others), Bultmann's combination of historical and theological concerns, and several other factors. In the 1970s, however, especially in North America, there were several signs of a renewed interest in identifiably historyof-religion questions and in particular scholarly works of the pre-war period that represented a strong historicizing approach.
Indicative of this were the American translations of several earlier German works, such as Bousset's Kyrios Christos (1913 ( , ET 1970 But, other studies in the 1970s and thereafter, while taking up the classic history of religion questions, influentially argued for very different conclusions.
Perhaps the most well-known example, Martin Hengel's monumental two-volume work, Judaism and Hellenism (1969 , 1973 , ET 1974 , gave a wide-ranging and detailed analysis that effectively challenged earlier simplistic distinctions between "Jewish" and "Hellenistic" traditions that had been widely used, e.g., in claims about Paul's supposedly Hellenized gospel in strong distinction to Jewish Christian beliefs. A few years later, R. A. Burridge's 1992 book presented a similar conclusion,
proposing that there was a broad category of Roman-era "bios" literature in which the Gospels could rightly be set. Although some scholars continued to emphasise the distinctive qualities of the Gospels, by the closing decades of the century most seemed ready to accept such a view.
3.3. Literary and Rhetorical Criticism. NT scholars also began to approach the NT writings with insights and categories borrowed from studies of modern literature.
As narrative texts, the Gospels lent themselves to this kind of analysis more readily. (1983) is particularly noteworthy, both for its own insights and for its influence upon subsequent literary-critical studies of John and other Gospels. In some cases, studies drew more upon modern literarycritical concepts (such as the "implied author"), but in other cases scholars focused more on noting the conventions and features of Roman-era literature (e.g., studies
R. A. Culpepper's Anatomy of the Fourth Gospel
likening Acts to ancient novels or historical writings). Some efforts later seemed faddish, such as "structuralist" analysis, but in general there was a growing appreciation of NT texts as literature. Meeks and those on whom he drew took a "social description" approach, essentially making observations about the social phenomena identifiable in Paul's letters. Other scholars employed somewhat more technical sociological categories and, thereafter, approaches that drew upon various anthropological theories and models. B. Malina and P. Esler are prominent advocates, and a number of scholars formed the "Contexts" group to explore this sort of study further. In Germany, G.
Theissen produced important studies on the Gospels and Paul from a sociological 28 perspective that were widely noted. These and a number of his other works were translated into English ensuring a wider international impact. Sanders ' celebrated Jesus and Judaism (1985) , and works by J. D. Crossan (1991), J.
P. Meier (three-volumes, 1991 Meier (three-volumes, , 1994 Meier (three-volumes, , 2001 , and N. T. Wright (1996) . (estab. 1974) enabled the SBL to expand its role in publishing in the field, which included further journals and several monograph series. After the demise of Scholars Press (1999), the SBL has continued an extensive publishing program its own name.
As well, the SBL facilitated major collaborative groups focused on particular subjects that were influential, such as, groups on the genre of "apocalypse", and on 3.11. The Future? By the end of the century, NT studies was a much larger academic endeavour than ever before, with much more being published and by a wider range of scholars. Many newer interpretative approaches and foci were evident (e.g., various gender-related emphases). Moreover, scholars in Latin America, Africa, and Asia were coming to have a more visible place internationally. These scholars often advocated "Liberationist" and "Post-Colonial" approaches, in which the cultural situations of readers in these countries were programmatically crucial, and the more dominant historically oriented studies were criticized as elitist. Yet historical-critical inquiry and traditional exegetical concerns continued to be pursued vigorously.
